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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Appeal Brief filed on November 4, 2005. Claims 
2-45 are currently pending consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-45 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In view of the Appeal Brief filed on November 4, 2005, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41.20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Voit 

et al. (U.S. Patent 6,430,275) in view of Rao et al. (U.S. Patent 6,757,823). 

Regarding claim 3, Voit discloses: 

A method of integrating telephony function with security and guidance features 
on an Internet appliance comprising the steps of: 

selecting a communication access number using a selection means, said 
communication access number operable to access a communication link via said 
Internet appliance (column 7 lines 39 - 58, column 12 line 64 - column 13 line 20, 
column 19 lines 22-27); 

alerting a user of said Internet appliance when an attempt is made to select said 
communication link via a dialing action of said Internet appliance using said 
communication access number (column 9 lines 56 - 67, column 13 lines 21 - 64, 
column 18 lines 8-12); and 

receiving an authorization for said dialing action by said user of said Internet 
appliance (column 1 4 lines 40 - 49, column 1 7 line 66 - column 1 8 line 8). 
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Voit does not explicitly disclose using the security protocol for encrypting and 
decrypting information. Rao discloses a Voice over IP (VoIP) system that explicitly 
addresses security in a VoIP environment. In Rao's invention, a secure registration 
process is used that exchange information between calling endpoints (column 4 lines 18 
- 35). This information includes encryption algorithms, public key information, and 
digital signatures. Afterwards, the established encryption and keys are used in 
encrypting future communications (column 4 lines 30-35). This system of encryption 
can be implemented in the system of Voit because Voit's system has the capability to 
support security as it uses the same setup handshake as the system of Rao. Also, the 
communications between the endpoints is conducted in an analogous fashion. 
Furthermore, Voit states "security features should be supplied" (column 4 lines 58-61) 
and "communication... is preferably encrypted and secure" (column 9 lines 40 - 45). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
specific security features of Rao with the system of Voit to achieve a secure and 
encrypted communication line between two parties. This authentication would allow for 
not only the security of the communication lines against hackers, but also allows for the 
repudiation of the calling parties. 

Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 2. Voit does not explicitly 
disclose using the security protocol for encrypting and decrypting information. Rao 
discloses a Voice over IP (VoIP) system that explicitly addresses security in a VoIP 
environment. In Rao's invention, a secure registration process is used that exchange 
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information between calling endpoints (column 4 lines 18 - 35). This information 
includes encryption algorithms, public key information, and digital signatures. 
Afterwards, the established encryption and keys are used in encrypting future 
communications (column 4 lines 30-35). This system of encryption can be implemented 
in the system of Voit because Voit's system has the capability to support security as it 
uses the same setup handshake as the system of Rao. Also, the communications 
between the endpoints is conducted in an analogous fashion. Furthermore, Voit states 
"security features should be supplied" (column 4 lines 58-61) and "communication.. .is 
preferably encrypted and secure" (column 9 lines 40 - 45). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the specific security features of 
Rao with the system of Voit to achieve a secure and encrypted communication line 
between two parties. This authentication would allow for not only the security of the 
communication lines against hackers, but also allows for the repudiation of the calling 
parties. 

Claim 5 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 

The method of claim 2, wherein said PIM is used to grant or block access to 
certain area or country telephone codes (column 17 line 66 - column 18 line 8). 

Claim 6 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
The method of claim 2, further comprising the step of: 
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matching said communication access number with an actual system entered 
communication access number (column 7 lines 39 - 58, column 12 line 64 - column 13 
line 20, column 19 lines 22-27). 

Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
The method of claim 2, further comprising the steps of: 
monitoring the incoming call for a caller ID (Figure 7, column 17 lines 22 - 31); 

and 

answering and routing said incoming call to a receiving device on the basis of 
said incoming telephone number (Figure 7, column 17 lines 22 - 31). 

Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
The method of claim 2, further comprising the step of: 

using a built-in key escrow function to notify a trusted server of a current dynamic 
host configuration protocol (DHCP) assigned IP address along with a key indicating 
authenticity of transmission so that voice over IP services between devices and a web . 
page server lookup may be performed in a DHCP environment without side-channel 
communication for call or web reference look-up (column 17 lines 55 - 61 ). 

Claim 9 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
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The method of claim 2, wherein activating said selected communication access 
number comprises selecting said communication access number from a displayed 
Internet web page hot spot (column 17 lines 41 - 44). 

Claim 10 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
The method of claim 2, wherein said communication access number is selected 
using an actual or virtual keypad of said Internet appliance (column 9 lines 44 - 55, 
column 1 3 lines 14-51, column 1 7 lines 62 - 65, column 1 9 lines 20 - 26). 

Claim 1 1 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses; 

The method of claim 2, wherein said communication link comprises a non- 
concurrent shared dial-up public switched telephone network (PSTN) connection 
between a telephone connection and an Internet connection (Figure 3. column 8 lines 
24 - 32). 

Claim 12 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 

The method of claim 2, wherein said communication link has separate 
connections for an Internet connection and a telephone connection (Figure 3. column 8 
lines 24 - 32). 

Claim 13 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
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The method of claim 2, wherein said communication link comprises a concurrent 
communication link for an Internet and a telephone connection (Figure 3. column 8 lines 
24 - 32). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 14, 16-30, and 32 - 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Voit et al. (U.S. Patent 6,430,275) in view of Stewart (U.S. Patent 
6,272,629). 

Regarding claim 14, Voit discloses: 

A system for integrating telephony function with security and guidance features 
on an Internet appliance (IA): 

one or more personal identification means (PIM) input units coupled to a system 
bus in said ICA, said PIM input units operable to generate unique PIM signals (column 9 
lines 44 - 55, column 13 lines 14-51, column 17 lines 62-65, column 19 lines 20- 
26); 
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a security protocol circuit operable to encrypt, decrypt, store and retrieve 
said PIM signals (column 9 lines 38 - 55); 

a PIM verification circuit operable to receive said PIM signals and compare them 
to secure predetermined PIM signals, said PIM verification circuit generating a 
verification signal (column 9 lines 38 - 65); 

one or more Modems coupled to a dialing action controller and to 
communication lines (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9); 

said Modems operable to send and receive communication data (Figure 4 item 
344, Figure 9); and 

a dialing action controller (DAC) coupled to said system bus and said Modems, 
said DAC operable receive a dialing action request and to alert a user of said dialing 
action and to enable or disable said dialing action to said Modems in response to said 
verification signal and a user signal (column 9 lines 56 - 67, column 13 lines 21 - 64, 
column 18 lines 8-12). 

Voit does not explicitly that a device driver code is used. Stewart discloses using a 
device driver code to start a network connection (column 4 lines 14-52, column 5 lines 
10-43). Voit and Stewart are analogous arts as both use modems to establish network 
connections. Voit discloses the use of modems and according to Stewart, "almost all 
modems in use at the present time are so-called "driver-based" modems" (column 4 
lines 14-20). Furthermore, Stewart states that a device driver code is used for the 
modem to "establish a network connection" (see Abstract). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the device driver code of Stewart 
in the modems of Voit to "establish a network connection." 

Regarding claim 30, Voit discloses: 

An Internet appliance, comprising: 

a central processing unit (CPU) (Figure 9); 

a read only memory (ROM) (Figure 9); 

a random access memory (RAM) (Figure 9); 

a user interface adapter coupled to a keyboard and a mouse (Figure 9); 

a display interface adapter coupled to a user display (Figure 9); 

an I/O interface adapter (Figure 9); 

a system bus (Figure 9); 

a communication adapter (Figure 9); and 

a security processor unit, said security processor unit further comprising: 
one or more personal identification means (PIM) input units coupled to a system 
bus in said ICA, said PIM input units operable to generate unique PIM signals (column 9 
lines 44 - 55, column 1 3 lines 14-51, column 1 7 lines 62 - 65, column 1 9 lines 20 - 
26); 

a security protocol circuit operable to encrypt, decrypt, store and retrieve said 
PIM signals (column 9 lines 38 - 55); 
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a PIM verification circuit, said PIM verification circuit operable to receive said PIM 
signals and compare them to secure predetermined PIM signals, said PIM verification 
circuit generating a verification signal (column 9 lines 38 - 65); 

one or more Modems coupled to a dialing action controller and to communication 
lines, said Modems operable to send and receive communication data (Figure 9); and 

a dialing action controller (DAC) coupled to said system bus and said Modems, 
said DAC operable receive a dialing action request and to alert a user of said dialing 
action and to enable or disable said dialing action to said Modems in response to said 
verification signal and a user signal (column 9 lines 56 - 67, column 13 lines 21 - 64, 
column 18 lines 8-12). 

Voit does not explicitly that a device driver code is used. Stewart discloses using a 
device driver code to start a network connection (column 4 lines 14-52, column 5 lines 
10-43). Voit and Stewart are analogous arts as both use modems to establish network 
connections. Voit discloses the use of modems and according to Stewart, "almost all 
modems in use at the present time are so-called "driver-based" modems" (column 4 
lines 14-20). Furthermore, Stewart states that a device driver code is used for the 
modem to "establish a network connection" (see Abstract). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the device driver code of Stewart 
in the modems of Voit to "establish a network connection." 
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Claim 16 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said Modem comprises: a digital subscriber line 
(DSL) Modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 17 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said Modem comprises: 
a wireless cellular modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 18 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said Modem comprises: 
a wireless personal communication system (PCS) modem (Figure 4 item 344, 
Figure 9). 

Claim 19 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said Modem comprises: a cable Modem (Figure 
4 item 344, Figure 9). 
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Claim 20 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said Modem comprises a public subscriber 
telephone network (PSTN) Modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 21 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said DAC alerts said user of a dialing action by 
display on a user display screen coupled to said IA (column 9 lines 56 - 67, column 13 
lines 21 - 64, column 1 8 lines 8-12). 

Claim 22 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said DAC retrieves a connectivity cost and 
alerts said user of a connectivity cost associated with a requested dialing action if said 
dialing action is authorized (column 10 lines 13-20, column 18 lines 9-21). 

Claim 23 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said user signal is a response by said user to 
said connectivity cost alert for said dialing action (column 18 lines 9 - 33). 



Application/Control Number: 09/758,927 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2131 

Claim 24 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said user is given an option of communicating 
on an established communication link in response to an authorized and enabled dialing 
action using said security protocol (column 18 lines 9 - 33). 

Claim 25 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said DAC uses a built-in key escrow function to 
notify a trusted server of a current dynamic host configuration protocol (DHCP) 
assigned IP address along with a key indicating authenticity of transmission so that 
voice over IP services between devices and a web page server lookup may be 
performed in a DHCP environment without side-channel communication for call or web 
reference look-up (column 17 lines 55 - 61). 

Claim 26 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said dialing action request comprises: 
entering a communication access number via a keyboard keypad, a virtual 
display keypad, or by clicking a "hot spot" on a Web page (column 9 lines 44 - 55, 
column 13 lines 14-51, column 17 lines 62-65, column 19 lines 20-26). 
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Claim 27 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said connectivity cost alert notifies a user of an 
actual toll call cost for a communication link corresponding to said authorized and 
enabled dialing action (column 1 0 lines 1 3 - 20, column 1 8 lines 9 - 21 ). 

Claim 28 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein said user is alerted of said dialing action 
whether said dialing action was initiated locally or remote by another user (column 9 
lines 56 - 67, column 1 3 lines 21-64, column 1 8 lines 8-12). 

Claim 29 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 13, wherein DAC monitors incoming communication access 
numbers and directs communication to a answering or recording device or forwards the 
communication to another communication link in response to comparing said incoming 
communication access numbers to a predetermined, stored communication access 
numbers list (column 7 lines 39 - 58, column 1 2 line 64 - column 1 3 line 20, column 1 9 
lines 22 - 27). 
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Claim 32 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said Modem comprises: a digital 
subscriber line (DSL) Modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 33 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said Modem comprises: a wireless 
cellular modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 34 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said Modem comprises: 
a wireless personal communication system (PCS) modem (Figure 4 item 344, 
Figure 9). 

Claim 35 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said Modem comprises a cable 
Modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 
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Claim 36 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30, Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 29, wherein said Modem comprises a public 
subscriber telephone network (PSTN) Modem (Figure 4 item 344, Figure 9). 

Claim 37 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said DAC alerts said user of a dialing 
action by display on a user display screen coupled to said IA (column 9 lines 56 - 67, 
column 13 lines 21 -64, column 18 lines 8-12). 

Claim 38 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said DAC retrieves a connectivity 
cost and alerts said user of a connectivity cost associated with a requested dialing 
action if said dialing action is authorized (column 1 0 lines 1 3 - 20, column 1 8 lines 9 - 
21). 

Claim 39 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said user signal is a response by 
said user to said connectivity cost alert for said dialing action (column 18 lines 9 - 33). 
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Claim 40 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said user is given an option of 
communicating on an established communication link in response to an authorized and 
enabled dialing action using data encryption (column 18 lines 9 - 33). 

Claim 41 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said DAC uses a built-in key escrow 
function to notify a trusted server of a current dynamic host configuration protocol 
(DHCP) assigned IP address along with a key indicating authenticity of transmission so 
that voice over IP services between devices and a web page server lookup may be 
performed in a DHCP environment without side-channel communication for call or web 
reference look-up (column 17 lines 55 - 61). 

Claim 42 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 29, wherein said dialing action request 
comprises: 



Application/Control Number: 09/758,927 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2131 

entering a communication access number via a keyboard keypad, a virtual 
display keypad, or by clicking a "hot spot" on a Web page (column 9 lines 44 - 55, 
column 13 lines 14-51, column 17 lines 62-65, column 19 lines 20-26). 

Claim 43 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said connectivity cost alert notifies a 
user of an actual toll call cost for a communication link corresponding to said authorized 
and enabled dialing action (column 1 0 lines 1 3 - 20, column 1 8 lines 9 - 21 ). 

Claim 44 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein said user is alerted of said dialing 
action whether said dialing action was initiated locally or remote by another user 
(column 9 lines 56 - 67, column 1 3 lines 21 - 64, column 1 8 lines 8-12). 

Claim 45 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The Internet appliance of claim 30, wherein DAC monitors incoming 
communication access numbers and directs communication to a answering or recording 
device or forwards the communication to another communication link in response to 
comparing said incoming communication access numbers to a predetermined, stored 
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communication access numbers list (column 7 lines 39 - 58, column 12 line 64 - 
column 1 3 line 20, column 1 9 lines 22 - 27). 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Voit et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,430,275) in view of Rao et al. (U.S. Patent 6,757,823) further in view of 
Stewart (U.S. Patent No. 6,272,629). 

Claim 2 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Voit discloses: 
The method of claim 1 wherein said authorization comprises the sub steps of:, 
prompting said user to enter a user personal identification means (PIM) in 

response to selecting said communication access number (column 9 lines 44 - 55, 

column 1 3 lines 14-51, column 1 7 lines 62 - 65, column 1 9 lines 20 - 26); 

initiating a pre-determined security protocol to retrieve a corresponding secure 

PIM for comparison (column 9 lines 38 - 55); 

correlating said user personal identification means with said secure PIM (column 

9 lines 38-65); 

authorizing or rejecting said dialing action in response to said correlation (column 
9 lines 38-65); 

retrieving secure device driver code for executing said dialing action using said 
security protocol in response to said authorization; 

displaying, if said dialing action is authorized, a connectivity cost alert for said 
communication link (column 10 lines 13-20, column 18 lines 9 -21); and 
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executing said dialing action using said device driver code for said 
communication link in response to said authorization and a user response to said 
connectivity cost alert (column 1 8 lines 9 - 33). 

Voit does not explicitly that a device driver code is used. Stewart discloses using 
a device driver code to start a network connection (column 4 lines 14-52, column 5 lines 
10-43). Voit and Stewart are analogous arts as both use modems to establish network 
connections. Voit discloses the use of modems and according to Stewart, "almost all 
modems in use at the present time are so-called "driver-based" modems" (column 4 
lines 14-20). Furthermore, Stewart states that a device driver code is used for the 
modem to "establish a network connection" (see Abstract). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the device driver code of Stewart 
in the modems of Voit to "establish a network connection." 

6. Claims 15 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Voit et al. (U.S. Patent 6,430,275) in view of Stewart (U.S. Patent No. 6,272,629) 
further in view of Gullman et al. (U.S. Patent 5,280,527). 

Claim 15 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 14. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 14, wherein the authorization unit comprises: 
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a personal identification number input unit ((column 9 lines 44 - 55 t column 13 
lines 14-51, column 1 7 lines 62 - 65, column 1 9 lines 20 - 26). 
Voit does not explicitly disclose an authorization unit which also includes a smart card 
reader, a biometric input unit, and a voice recognition unit. Gullman discloses the use 
of a smart card, biometric input and a voice recognition unit for use in a computer 
system. Gullman states that the use of the biometric input provides a system which a 
user does not have to "remember the number or password" (column 1 lines 45 - 50). 
Since the system of Voit uses a computer to initiate and handle the calls, it is obvious 
that an authorization unit can be added to a computer port. Biometric authentication is 
well-known in the art and is disclosed by Gullman. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the authorization unit of Gullman in 
conjunction with the authorization system to provide a biometric alternative to the 
password input of Voit, increasing individual security by precluding a hacker who has 
gained access to the account number and password to feign that he is the actual user 
and place unauthorized calls. 

Claim 31 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 30. Furthermore, Voit 
discloses: 

The system of claim 30, wherein the authorization unit comprises: 

a personal identification number input unit ((column 9 lines 44 - 55, column 13 
lines 14-51, column 17 lines 62-65, column 19lines 20-26). 
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Voit does not explicitly disclose an authorization unit which also includes a smart card 
reader, a biometric input unit, and a voice recognition unit. Gullman discloses the use 
of a smart card, biometric input and a voice recognition unit for use in a computer 
system. Gullman states that the use of the biometric input provides a system which a 
user does not have to "remember the number or password" (column 1 lines 45 - 50). 
Since the system of Voit uses a computer to initiate and handle the calls, it is obvious 
that an authorization unit can be added to a computer port. Biometric authentication is 
well-known in the art and is disclosed by Gullman. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the authorization unit of Gullman in 
conjunction with the authorization system to provide a biometric alternative to the 
password input of Voit, increasing individual security by precluding a hacker who has 
gained access to the account number and password to feign that he is the actual user 
and place unauthorized calls. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3786. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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